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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is a First Action Non-Final on the merits. Claims 1-6, as originally 
filed, are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 . Claims 3 and 5 recite the limitation "the table". There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. Claim 1 does not recite a "table". 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Claims 1-5 recite a system that comprises "units" that are non-structural 
elements. Subsequently, the system has no structural recitation within the claims to support it in 
a way that would define the system/apparatus as claimed. Systems and/or apparatuses are 
generally defined by their structure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

1 . Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. A "system" is defined within the specification in terms 
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synonymous with software or files where software does not fit into the four statutory classes of 
method, apparatus, an article of manufacture and composition of matter. Therefore, these claims 
do not qualify as statutory subject matter. 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. The machine-or-transformation test is a two-branched inquiry; an 
applicant may show that a process claim is statutory either by showing that his claim is tied to a 
particular machine, or by showing that his claims transforms an article to a different state or 
thing. Certain considerations are applicable to analysis under either branch. First, the use of a 
specific machine or transformation of an article must impose meaningful limits on the claim's 
scope to impart patent-eligibility. Second, the involvement of the machine or transformation in 
the claimed process must not merely be insignificant extra-solution activity. 

The claims as recited are not tied to a particular machine and do not transform the 
numerical data inputted into a different state or thing. Therefore, the claims do not recite 
statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections mder this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Matsuda et al 
(US 2002/012489). 

Matsuda discloses the following as claimed : 

Claim 1. A project information providing system (Fig 7), comprising: a product registration unit 
registering a product of a project (Fig 8 and [83]); an information management unit managing 

information contained in the product using the registration of the product by said product 
registration unit as a trigger [22]; and an information providing unit selecting and providing 
information contained in the product using the registration of the product by said product 
registration unit as a trigger [22] . 

Claim 2. Examiner finds the "information managed by said information management unit is 

classified based on a predetermined table " to be data not structurally relevant in defining the 
system and therefore not given patentable weight that would distinguish it from the prior art. 

Claim 3. Examiner finds the "table records information enabling to refer to a content recorded 
in other table " to be data not structurally relevant in defining the system and therefore not given 
patentable weight that would distinguish it from the prior art. 

Claim 4. Examiner finds the "table has a hierarchical relation with the other table" to be data 
not structurally relevant in defining the system and therefore not given patentable weight that 
would distinguish it from the prior art. 

Claim 5. Examiner finds the "table records information indicating priorities used to select or 
provide information " to be data not structurally relevant in defining the system and therefore not 
given patentable weight that would distinguish it from the prior art. 



Application/Control Number: 10/549,755 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3689 

Claim 6. A project information providing method [21], comprising: a step of product 
registration registering a product of a project [83]; a step of information management managing 
information contained in the product using the registration of the product in said product 
registration step as a trigger [22]; and a step of information provision selecting and providing 
information managed in said information management step [22] . 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to apphcant's 
disclosure. Oka etal (US 2002/0059182). 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this conmiunication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHEWANA SKINNER whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7141. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mooneyham Janice can be reached on (571)272-6805. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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